PALMPRINTS AND FINGERPRINTS ON CARTONS AND PAPER BAG 

1" P r °bleia of all the unidentified prints has 

already boon discussod. The FBI has been ro quested to conduct 

« 

additional investigation to attempt to identify those prints. 
The results of that investigation must be incorporated in tho 
report. 


2. I his section emphasized the freshness of one 
. palmprint on one carton. That palmprint was the only or;c of 
28 prints that could be developed by powder as opposed to a chemical 
process. As a result it was held to have been placed on tho 
carton recently, within from 1 to 5 days prior to the time it 


.was developed. The inference 
language of this section that 


may be drawn from the present 
all of the other prints, which 


could 


bo developed only through a chemical process because the cartons 


had already absorbed them, must have boen older than the palmprint. 
Thus, it could bo argued that Oswald’s other prints had to have 


'been placed on the cartons at least a day before they were 
developed and perhaps as much as three days before. While there 
iaay bo some reason within the realm of fingerprint technology why 
'.hat is noo so, it aoes not appear in the report. ’ 


Under those circumstances the presence of Oswald’s other 
prints, which must be treated pari passu with, the prints of 
etners on the cartons, seems to have very little significance indeed. 
Tnis relates tenths prints on one of the Rolling Readers cartons 


near tho window, tho existence of which is emphasized by stating 
that they "take on added significance" because of. the work being 
done on the sixth floor. Tho report also states that the Com- 
mission placed "great weight on the fingerprint and palnprint ' 
identifications." I don’t think we should say that in any event. 
We certainly should not until wo deal with the problem of the 
apparent age of Oswald's other prints and the presence of all 
those unidentified prints. 

3. The report states that it is "significant that none 
of the prints on tho cartons could bo identified as the prints of 
a warehouse employee." It also states that those employees "like 
Oswald, might have handled tho cartons" - presumably in the’ 
ordinary course of business. It is significant. But not ’ 
necessarily to tho point that the report tries to make. The fact 
that only Oswald's prints appeared on the cartons could show that 
he was tho sole warehouse employee that handled them— in the 
ordinary course, of business. The fact that Oswald was the only 
employee whose prints appeared on the cartons does not help to 

convince me that he moved them in connection with the assassinatioi 
It shows the opposite just as well. 

~fo It is also difficult to tell just what happened to 
all. of the cartons or who developed what prints. While it appears 
tm-G all four cartons were forwarded to the FBI, some confusion is 
created by the later statement that the right palmprint on the 
box on the floor next to the throe noar ths window was also sent tc 
the FBI. Why was that necessary if ths carton had already been 
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sent? The use of the pensive voice in the second sentence of the 
second full on p. 55 of the gallops leaves open the' 

question of who dovolopod the prints. 





